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Mr. Daron Haddock, Permit Supervisor
Division of Oil, Gas, and Mining
355 West North Temple
3 Triad Center, Suite 350
Salt Lake City, Utah 84180-1203

Re: M&RP Deficiency Responses

Dear Mr. Haddock,

Your correspondence of December 8, 1992 identified some remaining deficiencies to our
M&RP renewal. In our response dated January 26, 1993, most of the remaining items were
addressed, however, some responses which additional effort were deferred until March 1,
1993. This submittal addressed those deferred issues.

Also, included is an updated PHC with page notations modified to reduce confusion.

We appreciate your assistance in this renewal effort. If you need additional information
please contact Keith Zobell.

Sincerely,



TECIINICAI, DEFIEIENCY REVIEW

PERMIT RENEWAI,

Additional comments to ,January 26 , L993 correspondence.

13 .  R545 -301 -700

Remaininq Def ic iencies :

1.  Shal low and deep waLer l -eveLs appear to be reversed in
we l l  W35  -  1 .

2 .  Con tou r  l i nes  on  P l -a te  2 .3 .4 -2  don ' t  co r respond  w i t h
water  leveLs g iven f  or  we l l  W22-2 (and f  or  we l l  W35 -  f -  i f
t,he shall-ow and deep val-ues have been switched) .
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rather than the

ORIGINAI, RESPONSE:

1. The wel l -  water levels are reversed on wel- l -  W35 - 1.
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with the consultant

3. Wel l  W26-l  is indeed a shal- l -ow wel l  and t ,he not,at , ion on
P l -a te  2  .3  .4  -2  w i l - I  be  co r rec ted  .

The above t ,hree i tems a l l -  requ i re  cor rec t ions to  P1ate  2 .3 .4-
2. A revised map wiII be submitt.ed af t.er a review by the
consul- tant.  A new submit tal  wi l l  be made March L, L993 .

ADDITIONAI RESPONSE:

A rev ised p la t ,e  2  .3  .4  -  2  is  a t t ,ached .

L4 .  R63  4 -30L -728

Remaining Def ic iency:

1. A determination of t,he PHC to t,he cutthroat trout
spawning habitat in Burnout Creek and Upper Huntington
Creek, based on knowledge, has not been made.

ORIGINAL RESPONSE:

The val-ue of the cutthroat trout spawning habitat in Burnout
Creek and upper Huntington Creek is currently being evaluateC
by the Forest,  Senrice under the direct ion of  personnel at  the
Intermountain Research StaE ion in Logan .  Releasabl-e reports
on t ,h is study are not yet avai lable .  As stated previously,
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the appf icant does not control-  th is study, so i t  is
inappropriate to make it a subj ect of Division comment. and
modif icat ion in the M&RP. As reports become avai lable,  copies
wi l l  be made and sent to the Divis ion to be inserted as
consul-tant documents in the proper M&RP appendix. This wiII
a id  in  the preparat ion o f  fu ture  PHC's  and CHIA 's .

ADDITTONAL RESPONSE

The PHC text has been expanded to include additional-
discussion on the potent ial  for reduct ion of  Burnout Creek
f ishery habitat, value due t,o subsidence . ( See Pages PHC3 - 5
and PHC- 14A. )

15 .  R545 -301 -731 .200

Remaininq Def ic iencies :

1.  I f  wel l -s W22-2-2 and Wl-4 -28 have been abandoned, proper
abandonment procedures have not been fo11owed.

2 . The MRP does not, contain data and argument,s t,hat support,
abandonment of monitoring the St,ar Point Aquifer at wells
W22-2 -2  and  W14  -28 .

ORIGINAI RESPONSE:

The status of  these two fai led wel ls wi l l  need to be the
subjecL o f  fu r ther  d iscuss ion wi th  the Div is ion,  par t icu lar ly
in  Lhe area o f  the i r  va l id i ty  in  es tab l ish ing the PHC.

An approach to the Forest Service concerning the possibi l i ty
o f  re-estab l ish ing these wel ls  was met .  w i th  a  f i rm negat ive
response, because of the resulting environmenLal- damage. A
mut.ual Iy agreeabl-e response wi l l  be at tempted by March L,
l _993 .

ADDITIONAI, RESPONSE:

A11 avai lable data have been included ei ther in Vo].  4 or in
Appendix VoI . A- 1 .

Wel ls  WL4-2B and W22-2-2 are  both  deep wel l -s  or ig ina l ly
designed to provide data on the thickness and qual i ty of  the
coal, seams. An additional benef it was data provided on the
aquifer immediately be1ow t ,he coal  seams. A11 of the deep



Page 3
Technical-  Def ic iency Review
February  23,  1993

Permit Renewal

wel-l-s have provided such information incl-uding the fact that,
Ehe heads on these wel l -s may on occasion be higher than wel- ls
dr i l led  in t ,o  sha1 l -ow aqu i fers .

I t  has always been recognized that these deep wel1s would
ei ther be destroyed ot,  at  a minimum, the pressure in these
deep aquifers would be changed by mining act iv i ty.  I t  is  not
known i f  mining caused the casing of  these two wel- Is to fai l -
or i f  the fai lures were due to naLural  causes. In ei ther
event,  these welIs had completed t ,heir  pr imary purpose.

The remaining purpose of the wel l  system is to assist  in the
establ ishment of  the Probable Hydrologic Consequences, which
is ,  in  t ,u rn ,  re la ted to  wat ,er  r ights  issues.  The poss ib i l i ty
of  impact ing these r ights is part ia l ly eval-uated Ehrough the
use  o f  t he  Po ten t i ome t r i c  Su r face  Map .  (See  P IaLe  2 .3 .4 -2 . )
This map is based on wel ls dr i l led into the shal- l -ow aquifers,
and has no input, f rom the deeper well-s. It shoul-d also be
noted that according to the State Engineer,  Robert  Morgan, ro
water rights exist on wat,er intercepted underground during
mining operat ions.

Based on the above factor,  the appl icant feel-s that there is
no reason not to abandon the failed wel-l-s and has no plans Lo
dri l - l -  replacement weIIs.

Sect ion 2 .3  o f  the M&RP has been modi f ied to  documenL the
closure of these two wel-l-s and a commitment made to use an
appropriate abandonment procedure.

In addit ion to answering the above def ic iencies, w€ have also
included a complete copy of the PHC. This copy includes
changes, as noted, and al-so incorporates a renumbering of  al- I
PHC pages Lo el iminate confusion.


